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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript is scientifically correct. It talks about the significance of vaccination as one of the key measures that world governments should put in place to curb outbreaks of cholera disease. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest that the title reads “MATHEMATICAL MODELLING OF CHOLERA TRANSMISSION DYNAMICS INCORPORATING VACCINATION”
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	i. Avoid the use of the word ‘we’ in the manuscript. Use objective phrasing in the article. 

ii. I suggest that the abstract to should be redone to incorporate the methods used and the significance of the results obtained from the research. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, since cholera is a general public problem in  third world countries 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are okay. However,  I suggest the author to add latest references in relation to cholera disease with vaccination. There are so many research done on in-host infection of cholera with vaccination.  What is the difference between your findings and the findings in ?

\cvitem{[5]}{\textbf{Owade Kennedy Jackob},{ Okaka Akinyi}, Frankline Tireito.,(2023) \textit{A Mathematical Model on the Dynamics of In-Host Infection Cholera Disease with Vaccination}, Discrete Dynamics in Nature and Society}
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Good
	

	Optional/General comments


	i. The paper is well written, I suggest that the author shows the proof of Lemma 2. 
ii. Re – write the statement under section 3 for clarity. 
The paper should be considered for publication once the author has done the recommended corrections.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

NO
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	NO
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	NA
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	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
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Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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	Good experience. Since it helps improves knowledge in disease modelling which is one of the key areas in epidemiology. 
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